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Interview Summary 



Application No. 
09/917,205 



Examiner 



Applicant(s) 



Layne et al 



Thomas Setnber 



Art Unit 
2875 



All participants (applicant, applicant's representative, PTO personnel): 



(1) Thomas Sember 

(2) Glenn Brown 



(3) 
(4) 



Date of Interview 



Apr 17, 2003 



Type: alD Telephonic b)0 Video Conference 

OKI Personal (copy is given to !)□ applicant 2)KI applicant's representative) 
Exhibit shown or demonstration conducted: 6)0 Yes e)Kl No. If yes, brief description: 



Claim{s) discussed: T-26 



Identification of prior art discussed: 
Mouchi 



Agreement with respect to the claims fjQ was reached. g)Kl was not reached. hD N/A. 

a%'Sf comSS" °' ^^'^^^ to if an agreement was reached, or 

The applicants representative met with the examine r to discuss the first rejection filed on 03/12/03 P articul;,rly, the 
^PPl'canfs representative discussed the Mouchi rejection and possible claim l. n ouaoe that wnnid distinguish over th. tH. 

Mouch, reference. Upon submission of a proper amendment the apolication willbe subiect to a further update anTiJ ^r 

search. The examiner also advised applicant's representative that the P TO-327 should have indicated that th e ^ntinn 

a first office action and not a final office action. '^^^ 



"ecessary, and a copy of the amendments which the examiner agreed would render the claims 

- °^ would render the cl^ms'lZab.e is 



It is not necessary for applicant to provide a separate record of the substance of the interview (if box is checked). 



paragraph above has been checked, THE FORMAL WRITTEN REPLY TO THE LAST OFFICE ACTION mii<;t 
INCLUDE THE SUBSTANCE OF THE INTERVIEW. (See MPEP section 71 3.04) f a reply to the last OfJ^^^^^^ 

ISt?nTeSfUTn{5^VI^^ ^°'7? 7"'^ "^^^"^'^^ DATrTVFltE?rT™%Nro?THE 

bUBbTANCE OF THE INTERVIEW. See Summary of Record of Interview requirements on reverse side or on attached 




THOMAS M. SEMBER 
PRIMARY EXAMINER 



Examiner Note: You must sign this form unless it is 
an Attachment to a signed Office action. 
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U. S. Patent and Trademark Office 

PTO-413 (Rev. 03-98) 



Interview Summary 
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